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This is an appeal to a final rejection dated April 07, 
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17, 2005 in accordance with 37 C.F,R- 1.192. 
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BRIEF FOR APPLICANTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real party in interest Is international Business 
Machines Corporation (IBM), the assignee. 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellants, appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal* 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-7 have been finally rejected. This appeal 
involves all the rejected claims, 

(4) 

Status of Amendment 
A Response to the first Office Action^ in which Claims 
1-6 were amended was filed on November 11, 2004* In that 
Response, New Claim 7 was added for consideration. The 
Examiner, using a new ground for rejection in a Final 
Action dated April 7, 2005, rejected the claims in the 
Application- 

(5) 

summary of the invention 
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In today's environment, a network may consist of 
different computer systems running under different 
operating ©ystoms and using different software management 
utilities, A network is usually managed by a system 
administrator. The systiem administrator typically adds and 
configures new computer systems^ sets up user accounts, 
installs system-wide software, allocates mass storage space 
etc. In short, the system administrator ensures that the 
network is operational and is running at its optimiam (see 
page 2, lines 11 - 22) - 

TO perform this task, the system administrator 
periodically runs testa and executes management commands on 
the various systems in the network. When a new computer 
system managed by a new system management software utility 
is added in the network, it would be quite convenient to 
•use an existing user interface to manage the new computer 
system. The present invention provides such capability 
(see page 2, lines 23 - 29) . 

In accordance with the teachings of the invention, 
existing system management user interfaces are provided 
with a set of specifications that enable the existing user 
interface to work seamlessly with new system management 
software utilities (see page 10, lines 12 - 19) - 
Particularly, when an existing user-interface is running on 
a first computer system, a user at the first computer 
system may effectively manage a computer system (i.e., a 
second computer system) on which a new system management 
software utility is running. To do SO, however, the first 
computer system must be able to ascertain which system 
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management software utility is running on all computer 
systems in a network. 

The invention usee a table cross-referencing network 
address of the computer systems in the network with the 
system management software urlllty running on them to 
enable the first computer system to determine which system 
management software utility is running on which computer 
system in the network (see page 10^ line 31 to page 11, 
line 6 as well as Fig. 5). When the first computer system 
needs to send management commands to a second computer 
system^ it consults the cross-referencing table to 
determine the system management utility that is boing used 
by the second computer(see page 22, lines 9 -11>- Once 
this is known^ proper specifications from the set of 
specifications may bo used to effectively send commands to 
the second computer system (see independent Claims 1, 3, 5 
and 7 in the Appendix) . 

(6) 
Issues 

Whetlm olalms 1^7 were parop^rly rej«o^«a tindAx 
§103 (a) afi being nnpaten'table over US Publlealiion 
2004/0139430 1;o Batongh et «1. ±n view of Charl and 
further in view of SYSTEM TOR ACCESSING A 
EROM A WOlRKSTATIOtr USER INTEREACB , IBM Technical 
Dlsdoswft Bulletin (or IBM TDB artd.cle) , vol. 32^ pp. 
290-291, Sept. 1989 



(7) 

Grouping of Claims 

AUS920010903US1 
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The rejected claims stand or fall together. 



(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section S103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim ^'as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In the analysis, it is necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claimed invention {taken as a whole) be 
determined. Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). 

Eatough et al. purport to teach a software 
installation (or distribution) system that contains a 
vendor package template, a package importer, and a package 
agent. According to Eatough et al., a software package 
from a vendor may be imported into a distribution 
management server by a software importer. There, a second 
package (i.e., an x-package) may be created that is based 
on the vendor package template. After the x-package is 
created, it may be sent to a client computer system by a 
package agent for installation. Thus, the disclosure of 
Eatough et al. provides a meanf? for distributing software 
packages from different vendors onto computer systems on a 
network. 

Therefore, Eatough et al. do not teach a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network as claimed by the Examiner. Rather, 
Eatough et al. teach a method of deploying software 
packages onto network computers. As mentioned in the 

AUS920010903US1 
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Response to the previous Office Action, the software 
package of Eathough et al. (i.e., the x-package) does not 
interface with software management utilities running on any 
other computer system. It i$ merely built or created on 
one computer system (i.e., the distribution server) and is 
sent to another computer system (a client) for 
installation. 

Further^ Eatough et al, do not teach the provision of 
a set of specifications for interfacing a new user 
interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities- Again, as mentioned before, Eatough et al, 
merely teach a software distribution system. Thua, they 
have no reason to teach a method of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user interface with a 
plurality of softw^ire manaqement utilities > 

In addition, Eatough et al. do not disclose the step 
of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system as claimed by the 
Examinor (see the nerct to last paragraph on page 3 of the 
Final Office Action)- Rather, Eatough et al, disclose the 
step of assembling an x^package and of sending the x- 
package to a client for installation. Thus, Applicants 
fail to see why Eatough et al. would disclose this 
determining step. Indeed, if Eatough et al- did disclose 
this determining step, why, then, would the Examiner rely 
on Chari to show how the determining step is implemented?^ 

Chari purports to disclose an apparatus and method for 
obtaining, organi25ing and displaying data related to 
network components. According to the teachings of Chari, 
the network components are represented as operational 

AUS920010903US1 
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parameters that may be organized into a plurality of 
hierarchical levels. The apparatus may comprise a 
plurality of forms which enable the modification of one or 
more of the operational parameters. Each of the forms may 
correspond to one of the hierarchical levels. The 
apparatus may further comprise a display module that 
comprises a first display pane which is configured to 
display the hierarchical levels. The first display pane 
may be further configured to enable the selection of one of 
the hierarchical levels. The display module may also 
comprise a second display pane which may be configured to 
display the form corresponding to the selected hierarchical 
level . 

The IBM TDB article, on the other hand, describes a 
system that enables users to operate mainframe computers 
using workstations. A profile, which is a file on a 
workstation, describes the relationship between the 
interfaces of mainframe application programs and 
workstation programs. Using the profile therefore, 

application programs on the workstation may interface with 
application programs on the mainf raitie - 

Since Eatough et al. do not teach (1) a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network; (2) the step of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user interface with a 
plurality of software management utilities; and (3) the 
step of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system as claimed by and 

AUS!)20010903US1 
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relied to by the Examiner, then combining the teachings of 
Eatough et al- with either Chari or the IBM TDB article or 
with both Chari and the IBM TDB article do not teach the 
claimed invention. 

Hence, Applicants submit that the claims in the 
Application should be allowable. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance and passage to issue of the 
claims in the application. 
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Appendix 

1. (Previously presented) A juethod of interfacing an 
existing system, management user interface running on a 
first computer system with a system management 
software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network, said second computer system having a 
network address, said method comprising the steps of: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities, including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system; 

determining the software management ayatem utility 
running on the second computer system by using a table 
cross-- referencing the network address of the second 
computer system with the system management software 
utility running on the second computer system; and 

interfacing, using specifications from the set of 
specifications, the user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system, 

2. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 1 wherein 
said table includes code to translate communications 
between said user interface and said system management 
software utility. 

AUS920010903US1 
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3, (Previously presented) A computer program product in a 
computer readable medium for interfacing a system 
management: user interface running on a first computer 
system with a system management software utility 
running on a second computer system in a nerworJc, said 
second computer system having a network address, said 
computer program product comprising: 

code means for providing a set of specifications for 
interfacing the user interface with a plurality of 
software management utilities, including the software 
managexnent system utility running on the second 
computer system; 

code means for determining the software management 
system utility running on the second computer system 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system; and 

code means for interfacing, using specifications from 
the set of specifications, the user interface with the 
software utility running on the second computer 
system. 

4, (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 3 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
systeia management software utility. 

AUS920010903US1 
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5. {Previously presented) A first computer system having 
a. system management user interface, said user 
interface being interfaced with a system management 
software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network r said second computer system having a 
network address, said first computer system 
comprising: 

at least one memory device for storing code data; 

at least one processor- for processing said code data 
to use a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system to determine specifications from the 
set of specifications to use to interface said 
software management system utility running on the 
second computer system with the user interface, and to 
interface the user interface with the new software 
management sysrem utility. 

6. (Previously presented) The first computer system of 
Claim 5 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
system management software utility. 

7. (Previously presented) A method o£ interfacing an 
existing system management user interface running on a 
first computer system with a system management 

AUS920010903US1 
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software utilit:y running on a second computer .system 
in a network by using a cross-referencing table, said 
second computer ayetem having a network address,, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities, including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system; 

automatically determining the software management 
sysrem utility running on the second computer ayatem 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system; and 

interfacing/ using specifications from the set of 
spocif ications, the user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re: Application of: 
Abdelhadi et al. 

Serial No: 09/965,001 

Filed: 09/27/2001 

Title: APPARATUS AND METHOD 
OF PROVIDING A PLUGGABLE USER 
INTERFACE 



Before the Examiner: 
Satish Rampuria 

Group Art Unit: 2124 

Confirmation No.: 2725 



APPELLANTS^ BRIEF UNDER 37 CF.R- 1-192 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This is an appeal to a final rejection dared April 07, 
2005 of claims 1 - 7 of Application Serial Number 
09/965,001 filed on September 27, 2001- This Appeal Brief 
is submitted pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on June 
17, 2005 in accordance with 37 C*F.R. 1,192, 
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BRIEF FOR APPLICANTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real party in interest is international Buginess 
Machines Corporation (IBM) , the assignee. 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellants, appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal* 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-7 have been finally rejected- This appeal 
involves all the rejected claims - 

(4) 

status of Amendment 
A Response to the first Office Action, in which Claims 
1-6 were amended was filed on November 11, 2004. In that 
Response, New Claim 7 was added for consideration. The 
Examiner, using a new ground for rejection in a Final 
Action dated April 7, 2005, rejected the claims in the 
Application. 

(5) 

Summary of the Invention 
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In today's environment , a network may consist of 
different computer systems running under different 
operating ay steins and using different software management 
utilities • A network is usually managed by a system 
administrator. The system administrator typically adda and 
configures new computer systems, sets up user accounts, 
installs system-wide software, allocates mass storage space 
etc. In short, the system administrator ensures that the 
network is operational and is running at its optimum (see 
page 2, lines 11 - 22) . 

To perform this task, the system administrator 
periodically runs testa and executes management commands on 
the various systems in the network. When a new computer 
system managed by a new system management software utility 
is added in the network, it would be quite convenient to 
use an existing user interface to manage the new computer 
system- The present invention provides such capability 
(see page 2, lines 23 - 29) - 

In accordance with the teachings of the invention, 
existing system management user interfaces are provided 
with a set o£ specifications that enable the existing user 
interface to work seamlessly with new system management 
software utilities (see page 10, lines 12 - 19) . 
Particularly, . when an existing user-interface is running on 
a first computer system, a user at the first computer 
system may effectively manage a computer system (i*e*, a 
second computer system) on which a new system management 
software utility is running. To do so, however, the first 
computer system must be able to ascertain which system 
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management software utility is running on all computer 
systems in a network. 

The invention ueeB a table cross-referencing network 
address of the computer systems in the network with the 
system management software utility running on them to 
enable the first computer system to determine which system 
management software utility is running on which computer 
system in the network (see page 10^ line 31 to page 11, 
line 6 as well as Fig. 5) . When the first computer system 
needs to send management commands to a second computer 
system, it consults the cross-referencing table to 
determine the system icianagement utility that is being used 
by the second computer{see page 22, lines 9 -11). Once 
this is known, proper specifications from the set of 
specifications may be used to effectively send commands to 
the second computer system (see independent Claims 1, 3, 5 
and 7 in the Appendix) . 

(6) 
Issues 

Hhatlier daimo 1-7 mso parop^rly irejootod uxid«i^ 
§103 <&) as being unpatentable over US PubXi-oa-blon 
2004/0139430 to Eatough et al, in view of Chari and 
furtber in view o£ SYSTEM FOR JiCCE83INe A MIVIWgRflME 
roCM A WOMCSTATIcm OSgR XNTERFTkCE , IBM Technical 
Dlaclosore Bulletin (or IBM TDB airblcle) ^ vol* 32, pp. 
290-291^ Sept, 1989 

(7) 

Grouping of Claima 
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The rejected claims stand or fall together - 

(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section §103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim "as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In the analysis, it is necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claimed invention (taken as a whole) be 
determined- Gzah&m v. John Deere Co., 383 U*S. 1 (1966). 

Eatough et al. purport to teach a software 
installation (or distribution) systom that contains a 
vendor package template, a package importer, and a package 
agent* According to Eatough et al*, a software package 
from a vendor may be imported into a distribution 
management server by a software importer. There, a second 
package (i.e., an x-package) may be created that is based 
on the vendor package template- After the x-package is 
created, it may be sent to a client computer system by a 
package agent for installation. Thus, the disclosure of 
Eatough et al. provides a means for distributing software 
packages from different vendors onto computer systems on a 
network. 

Therefore, Eatough et al- do not teach a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network as claimed by the Examiner. Rather, 
Eatough et al. teach a method of deploying software 
packages onto network computers. As mentioned in the 
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Response to the previous Office Action^ the software 
package of Eathough et al. (i-e.^ the x-package) does not 
interface with software management utilities running on any 
Other computer system. It is merely built or created on 
one computer system (I.e., the caistrit)utlori server) and Is 
sent to another computer system (a client) for 
installation. 

Further^ Eatough et al. do not teach the provision of 
a set of specifications for interfacing a new user 
interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities- Again, as mentioned before, Eatough et al. 
merely teach a software distribution system. Thue^ they 
have no reason to teach a method of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user interface with a 
plurality of aoftware nanagemen't: utilities . 

In addition, Eatough et al. do not disclose the step 
of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system as claimed by the 
Examiner (see the next to last paragraph on page 3 of the 
Final Office Action) . Rather, Eatough et al. disclose the 
step o£ assembling an x-package and of sending the x- 
package to a client for installation ♦ Thus, Applicants 
fail to see why Eatough et al. would disclose this 
determining step. Indeed, if Eatough et al. did disclose 
this determining step, why, then, would the Examiner rely 
on Chari to show how the determining step is implemented? 

Chari purports to disclose an apparatus and method for 
obtaining, organizing and displaying data. related to 
network components. According to the teachings of Chari, 
the network components are represented as operational 

AUS920010903US1 

Page 6 of 12 

PAGE 24/42 ' RCVD AT 7/28/2005 5:19:23 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EF)(RF-6/0 ' DNiS:8729306'CSID:512 306 0240' DURATION (mm-ss):0g-30 



Thursday, July 28, 2005 4:20 PM 



Volel Emile, Esq. (512) 306-0240 



AppL No. 09/965,001 
Appeal Brief dated 07/28/2005 
Reply to Office Action of 04/07/2005 

parameters that may be organized into a plurality of 
hierarchical levels. The apparatus may comprise a 

plurality of forms which enable the modification of one or 
more of the operational parameters. Each of the forms may 
correspond to one of the hierarchical levels. The 
apparatus may further comprise a display module that 
comprises a first display pane which is configured to 
display the hierarchical levels. The first display pane 
may be further configured to enable the selection of one of 
the hierarchical levels. The display module may also 
comprise a second display pane which may be configured to 
display the form corresponding to the selected hierarchical 
level . 

The IBM TDB article, on the other hand, describes a 
system that enables users to operate mainframe computers 
using workstations. A profile, which is a file on a 
workstation/ describes the relationship between the 
interfaces of mainframe application programs and 
workstation programs. Using the profile therefore, 

application programs on the workstation may interface with 
application programs on the mainframe _ 

Since Eatough et al. do not teach |1) a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network; (2) the step of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user interface with a 
plurality of software management utilities; and (3) the 
step of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system ae claimed by and 
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relied to by the Examiner, then combining the teachings of 
Eatough et el. with either Chari or the IBM TDB article or 
with both Chari and the IBM TDB article do not teach the 
clairoed invention. 

Hence, Applicants submit that the claims in the 
Application should be allowable. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance and passage to issue of the 
claims in the application. 
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Appendix 

1. (Previously presented) A method of interfacing an 
oacisting system management user interface running on a 
first computer system with a system management 
software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network/ said second computer system having a 
network address, said method comprising the steps of: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities/ including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system; 

determining the software management eyetem utility 
running on the second computer system by using a table 
cross-referencing the network address of the second 
computer system with the system management software 
utility running on the second computer system; and 

interfacing/ using specifications from the set of 
gpecif ications, the user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system. 

2. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 1 wherein 
said table includes code to translate communications 
between said user interface and said system management 
software utility. 
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3. (Previously presented) A computer program product in a 
computer readable medium for interfacing a system 
management user interface running on a first computer 
system with a system management software utility 
running on a second computer system in a network, said 
second computer system having a network address, said 
computer program product comprising: 

code means for providing a set of specifications for 
interfacing the user interface with a plurality of 
software management utilities, including the software 
management system utility running on the second 
computer system; 

code means for determining the software management 
system utility running on the second computer system 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system; and 

code means for interfacing, using specifications from 
the set of specifications, the user interface with the 
software utility running on the second computer 
system. 

4. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 3 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
system management software utility. 
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5- (Previously presented) A first computer system having 
a system management usor interfaco, said user 
interface being interfaced with a system management 
software utility running on a seconcJ computer system 
in a network/ said second computer system having a 
network address, said first computer system 
comprising: 

at least one memory device for storing code data; 

at least one processor for processing ©aid code data 
to use a table cross-referencing the network, address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system to determine specifications from the 
set of specifications to use to interface said 
software management system utility running on the 
second computer system with the user interface^ and to 
interface the user interface with the new software 
management system utility, 

6. (Previously presented) The first computer system of 
Claim 5 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
system management software utility* 

7, (Previously presented) A method of interfacing an 
existing system management user interface running on a 
first computer system with a system management 
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software utility running on a second computer system 

in a network by using a cross-referencing table, said 

second computer system having a network address, said 

method comprising the steps of: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities, including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system; 

automatically determining the software management 
system utility running on the second computer system 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system; and 

interfacing, using specifications from the set of 
apeeifications, the user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system. 
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IN THE UMITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re; Application of: 
Abdelhadi et al. 

Serial No: 09/965,001 

Filed: 09/27/2001 

Title: APPARATUS AND METHOD 
OF PROVIDING A PLUGGABLE USER 
INTERFACE 



Before the Examiner: 
Satish Rampuria 

Group Art Unit: 2124 

Confirmation No»: 2725 



APPELLANTS^ BRIEF UNDER 3? CF.R. 1,192 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This is an appeal ro a final reject;lon dated April 07, 
2005 of claims 1 - 7 of Application Serial Number 
09/965,001 filed on September 27, 2001. This Appeal Brief 
is submitted pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on June 
17, 2005 in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.192, 
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BRIEF FOR APPLICANTS - APPELLANTS 
(1) 

Real Party in Interest 
The real party in interest is International Businege 
Machines Corporation (IBM), the assignee - 

(2) 

Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no other appeals or interferences known to 
appellants, appellants' representative or assignee, which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal* 

(3) 

Status of Claims 
Claims 1-7 have been finally rejected. This appeal 
involves all the rejected claims. 

(4) 

status of Amendraent 
A Response to the first Office Action, in which Claims 
1-6 were amended was filed on November 11, 2004. In that 
Response, New Claim 7 was added for consideration. The 
Examiner, using a new ground for rejection in a Final 
Action dated April 7, 2005, rejected the claims in the 
Application. 

(5) 

summary of the invention 
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In today's environment, a network may consist of 
different computer systems running under different 
operating syeteme and using different software management 
utilities. A network is usually managed by a system 
administrator- The system administrator typically adds and 
configures new computer systems, sets up user accounts, 
installs system-wide software, allocates mass storage space 
etc- In snort, the system administrator ensures that the 
network is operational and is running at its optimum (see 
page 2, lines 11 - 22) . 

To perform this task, the system administrator 
periodically run* teats and execute© management commands on 
the various systems in the network. When a new computer 
system managed by a new system management software utility 
is added in the network, it would be quite convenient to 
use an existing user interface to manage the new computer 
system. The present invention provides such capability 
(see page 2, lines 23 - 29). 

In accordance with the teachings of the invention^ 
existing system management user interfaces are provided 
with a set of specifications that enable the existing user 
interface to work seamlessly with new system management 
software utilities (see page 10, lines 12 - 19) - 
Particularly, when an existing user-interface is running on 
a first computer system, a user at the first computer 
system may effectively manage a computer system (i.e., a 
second computer system) on which a new system management 
software utility is running. To do so^ however, the first 
computer system must be able to ascertain which system 
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management software utility is running on all computer 
systems in a network. 

The invention uses a table cross-referencing network 
address of the computer systems in the network with the 
system management software utility running on them to 
enable the first computer system to determine which system 
management software utility is running on which computer 
system in the network (see page 10, line 31 to page 11, 
line 6 as well as Fig. 5) . When the first computer system 
needs to send management commands to a second computer 
system, it consults the cross-referencing table to 
determine the system management utility that is being used 
by the second computer (see page 22, lines 9 -11). Once 
this is known, proper specifications from the set of 
specifications may be used to effectively send commands to 
the second computer system (see independent Claims 1, 3, 5 
and 7 in the Appendix) . 

(6) 
Issues 

Whethezr alaims 1-7 paropexrXy r^jao-ted und«E 

§103 (a) »« being tuopatentable ovbz OS publioatlon 
2004/0139430 to Batough ©t al. in view of Chari and 
further in view of SYSTStt FOR MXSSSING A IftJWKRaME 

smoM A woRKsaanoy user interface, zbm Taohnicai 

Disclosura Bulletin (or IBM TDB article) , vol . 32 , pp . 
290-291, sept. 1989 

(7) 

Grouping o£ Claims 
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The rejected claims stand or fall together. 



(8) 
Argument 

In considering a Section S103 rejection, the subject 
matter of the claim ^'as a whole" must be considered and 
analyzed. In the analysis, it is necessary that the scope 
and contents of the prior art and differences between the 
art and the claimed invention (taken as a whole) be 
dQterroin-ad. Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 (1966). 

Eatough et al. purport to teach a software 
installation (or distribution) system that contains a 
vendor package template, a package importer, and a package 
agent. According to Eatough et al., a software package 
from a vendor may be imported into a distribution 
management server by a software importer. There, a second 
package (i.e., an x-package) may be created that is based 
on the vendor package template. After the x-package is 
created, it may be sent to a client computer system by a 
package agent for installation. Thus, the disclosure of 
Eatough et al. provides a means for distributing software 
packages from different vendors onto computer systems on a 
network . 

Therefore, Eatough et al. do not teach a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network as claiitiad by the Examiner. Rather, 
Eatough et al. teach a method of deploying software 
packages onto network computers. As mentioned in the 
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Response to the previous Office Action, the software 
package of Eat hough et al. (i.e.^ the x-package) does not 
interface with softwar© managemont utilities^ running on any 
other computer system. It is merely built or created on 
one computer system (i.e., the distribution server) and is 
sent to another computer system (a client) for 
installation. 

Further^ Eatough et al. do not teach the provision of 
a set of specifications for interfacing a new user 
interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities. Again, as mentioned before, Eatough et al. 
merely teach a software distribution syatom. Thus, they 
have no reason to teach a method of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user Interface with a 
plurality of software manacremont utilitiea . 

In addition, Eatough et al. do not disclose the step 
of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system as claimed by the 
Examiner (see the next to last paragraph on page 3 of the 
Final Office Action). Rather, Eatough et al. disclose the 
step of assembling an x-package and of sending the x— 
package to a client for installation- Thus, Applicants 
fail to see why Eatough et al, would disclose this 
determining step- Indeed, if Eatough et al. did disclose 
this determining step, why, then, would the Examiner rely 
on Chari to show how the determining step is implemented? 

Chari purports to disclose an apparatus and method for 
obtaining, organizing and displaying data related to 
network components- According to the teachings of Chari, 
the network components are represented as operational 
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parameters that may be organized into a plurality of 
hierarchical levels- The apparatus may comprise a 
plurality of forma which enable the modification of one or 
more of the operational parameters. Each of the forms may 
correspond to one of the hierarchical levels. The 
apparatus may further comprise a display module that 
comprises a first display pane which is configured to 
display the hierarchical levels. The first display pane 
may be further configured to enable the selection of one of 
the hierarchical levels. The display module may also 
comprise a second display pane which may be configured to 
display the form corresponding to the selected hierarchical 
level. 

The IBM TDB article, on the other hand, describes a 
system that enables users to operate mainframe computers 
using workstations. A profile, which is a file on a 
workstation, describes the relationship between the 
interfaces of mainframe application programs and 
workstation programs. Uaing the profile therefore, 

application programs on the workstation may interface with 
application programs on the mainframe. 

Since Eatough et al. do not teach (1) a method of 
interfacing an existing system management user interface 
running on a first computer system with a new system 
management software utility running on a second computer 
system in a network; (2) the step of providing a set of 
specifications for interfacing a new user interface with a 
plurality of software management utilities; and (3) the 
step of determining the software management system utility 
running on the second computer system os claimed by and 
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relied to by the Examiner, then combining the teachings of 
Eatough et al. with either Chari or the IBM TDB article or 
with both Chari and the IBM TDB article do not teach the 
claimed invention. 

Hence, Applicants submit that the claims in the 
Application should be allowable. Consequently, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance and passage to issue of the 
claims in the application. 
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Appendix 

1, (Previously presented) A method of interfacing an 
existing system, management user interface running on a 
first computer ^jystem with a system management 
software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network, said second computer system having a 
network address, said method comprising the steps o£: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities, including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system; 

determining the .-software management 8yst€«n utility 
running on the second computer system by using a table 
cross-referencing the network address of the second 
computer system with the system management software 
utility running on the second computer system; and 

interfacing, using specifications from the set of 
specifications, thft user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system. 

2. (Previously presented) The method of Claim 1 wherein 
said table includes code to translate communications 
between said user interface and said system management 
software utility- 
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3. (Previously presented) A computer program product in a 
computer readable medium for interfacing a system 
management user interface running on a first computer 
system with a system management software utility 
running on a second computer system In a network, said 
second computer system having a network address, said 
con^>uter program product comprising: 

code means for providing a set of specifications for 
interfacing the user interface with a plurality of 
software management utilities, including the software 
management system utility running on the second 
computer system; 

code means for determining the software management 
system utility running on the second computer system 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system; and 

code means for interfacing, using specifications from 
the set of specifications, the user interface with the 
software utility running on the second computer 
system, 

4. (Previously presented) The computer program product of 
Claim 3 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
system management software utility. 
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5. (Previously presented) A first computer system having 
a system management user interface, said user 
interface being interfaced with a system management 
software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network, said second computer system having a 
network address, said first computer system 
comprising: 

at least one memory device for storing code data; 

at least one proceaaor for processing said code data 
to use a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
. management software utility running on the second 
computer system to determine specifications from the 
set of specifications to use to interface said 
software management system utility running on the 
second computer system with the user interface, and to 
interface the user interface with the new software 
management system utility, 

6. (Previously presented) The first computer system of 
Claim 5 wherein said table includes code to translate 
communications between said user interface and said 
system management software utility. 

7. (Previously presented) A method of interfacing an 
existing system management user interface running on a 
first computer system with a system management 
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software utility running on a second computer system 
in a network by using a cross-referencing table, said 
second computor system having a network address, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

providing a set of specifications for interfacing the 
user interface with a plurality of software management 
utilities, including the software management system 
utility running on the second computer system/ 



automatically determining the software management 
system utility running on the second computer system 
by using a table cross-referencing the network address 
of the second computer system with the system 
management software utility running on the second 
computer system? and 

interfacing, using specifications from the set of 
specifications, the user interface with the software 
utility running on the second computer system. 
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